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Bespite my long acquaintance with FBI Chilian practise I an a bit surprised, 
that SAC *w Orleans in addressing SAC Dallas regarding a residential Commilsion 
would oirect attention to of all things the "Smouxit- - Tv-, . 

o~ ~~~ ~ i- JjS vO*l » ' fl&VS&V&Tf is 

an avoids, if I think an illuminating ore* 
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thatjehis record is of the following %eeaber. 

Obviously there are t*«srj.r eKflift* a r., _ ... . „ 

■” u “- lCr ruoores. wau/ ouviously both SPO and fsraQ 

are well aware of this. 

Because there may he mrr than a single vlth^dd file I to not disclose the number 
1 lteVe ol580rwA that <*!»*« to relate to the Cohesion in WO m 88 , a number 
other than 62-3580. I regret that prior experience indicates this is the prudent course, 
and not only with the FBI. 

I also call to your attention the reference to field office indices that remain 
withheld from me and about which the FIS has already sworn' falsely in lts affidavits. 

I enclose Serial 42 also. Please note that it confirms vhati I have told you and 
several courts, that there was extensive faesiudle r?r®oduction «of nomsroas FD~J02b, 
letterhead oaaoranda, ether Bureau documents and in some eases complete reports. « AH 

of this Without JHK excisions throughout 10 printed volumes of almost 1000 po. each. * 
(Paragraph 2 .) 

So*o ol the reports of SAs were provided from 63-35B8. I recall none with i-diat 
this record indicates, attachment. .The final paragm^ also refers to guidlines I do 
not recall seeing, although my asnaory may bs inaccurate. 




There Is an attachment to Serial 42 but because it expresses no concern for the 
factual accuracy of the Commission* s Report's text I am lei to believe that the ever- 
ii ligent FBI should have had another attachment. As you will see, this one is limited 
to "cover the Bureau's..." 

however, this attachment discloses the FBI's own interpretation of the JFK 
records it provided to the Commission* the records the Coisaisaias published with the 
FBI'a assent. (In fact at White House order.) 

X believe this constitutes a waiver on all such records. 

let tlie items listed as published include the same kinds of information the FBI 
now* almost 15 years later, is withholding from is*. If there was no seed fox such 
withholding contemporaneously there would appear not to be any need for any such 
withholding now, 15 years later. 

Tou will not© in reading this masra that it expresses no concern over any pos- 
sible harm from this extensive publication of Bureau records - three months after 
that publication. I believe that this establishes the fact that there was no harm. 

The expressed concerns are over possible isbarr&ssaant and criticises. It does not 
make reference to any that surfaced in the prior three months. 

In the processing of BFQ records on the assassination there was extensive with- 
holding of SA and other Ml names. This practise also taints other FGIA processing. 

To the proofs X have earlier provided* that all each Bases are known and had been 
disclosed by the F3L, albeit not in all cases permitting the association of nesses 
with relevant records* I add the next page of Serial 42. It Lists the names of each 
of the DFO agents assigned to review each of Idle Commission' s 26 volumes. 

Serial 91 is enclosed not because it does not dispute the quoted allegations by 

m £ rv 

Lee a arvey Oswald -that the DFO sought to intimidate his wife - but because the 
last sentence refers to records not provided: 

"The above information xsd (sic) relating to allegaldGns against 54 Ho sty, have 
jssxxfesE previosuly been reviewed by the Bureau, axis no further action is warranted.” 

In fact SA Bbsty is not the only agent who was disciplined. The records resain 
withheld. These are records of historical significance. With the fact of the disci- 
plining public and particularly with the passing of time; I believe that this informa- 
tion should not continue to be withheld. I add to this that there has been testimony 
before Congressional committees* including by these agents. SA Booty, for oxamplg^, 
recently testified to the House assassins committee. 

Although it does not appear to be normal Bureau practise SA Hosty has discussed 
hiq testimony with the press at some length, which accounts for my knolkedge, the 

ccamittee having conducted this and most of its other proceedings in secret, star- 
chamber sessions. 




